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awecutive agent for the United Nations. the United
in the Xorean War was responsible for commanding and
inating the efforts of 21 nations committed to repelling
rth Kor=2an and Chinese armies. Of these nations’ forces,
national battalionz and one brigade were attached
tly to US combat regiments and divisions. and forces of
e nations formed a British-led Commonwealth Division. In
ition, Korean recruits in large nunbers were attached as
ugmentees to U3 and allied companies and battalions, with
mixcd results. A= the war was belng ‘oughf US Army advisors
worked to organize and rebuild the Republic of Korea (ROKD
Army. VaLuabTQ detailed information is avai1ablp principally
in accounts, including the results of a survey Df‘senior com-
manders concarning allied at*tachments, by an officer in the Far
East Command Histcorical Section. Whether in future conflic:s
the US Army will have allied forces similarly directly attached
iz debatable. It is almost a certainty, however, that any Zu-
ture fight will see us deeply involved with allies. This paper
examines the lesscns of the US in the Xorean War in order to
see if our doctrine has accommodated the key lassons learned. Kﬁfﬁ
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COMBINED CPERATIONZ IN THE KCOREAN VAR
CHAPTER I

Introduction

The Army must be preparad for combined opera-
tions with land, air, and naval forces cf allied
governments. ... [Other than in NATO and Koreal
agreements on doctrine, principles, and operating
techniques are only partially developed or do not
axist at all. In such theaters, US and allied
forces will have to work out procedures for com-
bined operations under the pressure of imminent
confiict or even while operations are under way.

-Army Field Manual 100-5, Operations

In June, 1950, and for the next three years, +he United

States was engaged in what has certainly been the most complex
warfare of a combined nature in our history. As the executive
agent for the United Nations, the United States was respon-
=ible for commanding and coordinating the efforts of 21 na-
t{ons ~ommitted to repelling the North Korean and Chinese
armiez from the Republic of Korea (RCK). The Korean VWar was

not anticipated and neither was the extent or nature of allied
involvement. As the authors of FM 100-5 have described above,
the procedures for combined operations had to be worked cut

under the pressure of fighting the war.

How well does our current doctrine hold up in the light

nf history? Have the lessons of the Korean War been learned




and included? Are there leszsons which have

iost with the passzage of time? The purpose of th

12 to answer these questionz.

My focus will be on the first one and one-half yea

a1}
ut

nf
the war, which were the critical formative months of *he

~Qalition known as the United Nations Command. The int

D

nt i

not teo reatell history, but rather to examine how the ccalition
was created, organized, led, fought and sustained, and to

determine what succeeded or failed, and why.

Dues largely to the dedicated efforts of a young major in
the Far East Command History Section, we have detailed ac-
counts cf many of the parameters and experiences of these nmul-
tinational efforts, focused primarily on the experiences of
the eight individual national battalions and one brigade which
were all attached to US combat regiments and divisionzs. Also
well documented in other accounts is an additional force which
evolved from a two-battalion brigade into the lst Commonwealth
Division, formed of units from the United Kingdom, Australia,
Canada, New Zealand, and an ambulance unit from India. 853
~onsiderable importance to the ground component Eighth Army
operations was the experience of concurrently developing and
fighting with the fledgling ROK Army. Further complicating

things in the Korean War was the integration of Korean



&

recrults into US battalions, a program called Korean Aug-

mentees to the UT Army (XATUSAY, which was later emxtended %o

*he Commenwealth Division Alr and Taval cperations weras also
nmultinational affairs., howsever their <oordination was ls==

complex than the army’s and i3 included only incidentaily.

General 7. Lawton Collins, Army Chief of Staff at <he
time ot the Korean War, reflected that a member of General oFf
he Army nhn 7. Pershing's staff remarked after the coalition
warfara of Varld War I, "If you have to go to war, for God's
saka2 do it without allies.”1l For reasons which will he dis-

cussaed belaow, this was unavoidable in Korea, and it seens

clear *that consensus and <oalition may be the norm in the fu-

Ture

Critics might <claim that never again will we fight wi%th
such a disjointed organizaticn, with battalions of one naticn
attached %o regiments or brigades of another. As undesirable

as this might seeam, in today's complex and unpredictable
world, warfare may again make strange bedfellows, and it wculd

be prudent to understand the lessons of Korea.

ENDNOTE
1. Chang-!1 Ohn, The Joint Chiefs of Staff and U.S. Policy and
Strategy Regarding Korea, 1945-1953, p. 107.




CHAPTER I

Packzround to Coalition War

1,

ly on 2% June 1950 the North Korean Peoplesz Armoy
{NKPAY launched an overwhelming invasicon into the Re
Xarea. Presidant Truman immediately authorized air force
units which were based in Japan to provide support as

required. Cn 27 June, under the leadership and prompting of

, the United Nations condemned the invasion
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nihilation at the hands of the North Koreans.l General of the

L)

Army Douglas MacArthur, commander of the Japan-based U

%)
oy
®
a]

Fast Command and ultimately commander of the United Na

ot

ions
Command, promptly began committing elements of the four U3
visions in Japan to the fighting in Korea (24th Infantry,

25th Infantry, lst Cavalry, and 7th Infantryd.

Initially support from the %2 United Nations member

states who endorsed UN intervention was promised in the form

L)
th

focd, materials and medical supplies, however with pressure

from the United States eventually 14 of these nations provided



ground combat forces, and several provided navy and air foree

units.2 Appendix 1 list

i

the key grcund co

3

hat units whish

participated, along with their ar~ival

oA

in Korea and %the

ot

ate

1]

US unit to which they were attached.

he composition of units and extent of allisd participa-

R

Tion w

el
41

a direct function of +the nature of the warfare. ini-

=

tially the situation zeemed like a hopeless .out, but with the
arrival of the Japan—based divisions and the organization of
the rémnants of the ROK Army the line was able to be grimly
hald at the "Pusan_Perimeter." Then, with the 15 September
landing at Inchon and the headlong retreat of the NKPA, it ap-
peared that the war would soon be over. As a result, several
nations either speeded up the arrival of their combat units,
pared down the size of units to be committed, of‘both.
Finally. with the 25 November counterattack by 300,000 troop=
of the Chinese Army, 1t became apparent that théjxorean War
would be a hard-fought and protracted campaign. This posed
new problems for the US and allies in the form of such things
as rotating units as well as providing replacemenfs, and in
+he thornier area of negotiating the strategilc and thzater
objectives--an obvious consideration but one whiCh was deter-

mined almost as an afterthought.

P
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Coalition warfare conjures up fhoaght= of Eiaenhownr and

Montgomery and the US-British push 4'c>wa\r'cl Parmany in WVorld War

IT. +In Korea, by contrast, <he larges+ ﬁa.,-uipantiin the

United Nations Command was the ROX Army, and indéed‘it paid

the

‘.:

1ighest price as will be seen below. It wiii:be useful *o
briefly examine the condition of the ROK Army a+ thn outbreak
of the war in our study of why and how the coalition was

formed in the Korean WVWar.

At the end of World War II, South Korea wastCCupied by

the US Army and North Korea by the SoviatS' Aft@r par*ition‘

0of the peninsula at the 38th parallel, +hé us Army pulled out

and from June 1949 the RO} Army was advicsed by a2482 —man Us.
Army Advisory Group (KMAG), under the rontrol of the US

ambassador.3 This fledgling army waa mpagpr*y equipped For

example, each ROK division had only cone IOSmm howitzer bat-

talion compared with three 105mm and one‘;BSmm battalion per

US division. 4 ts most significant weakness howgﬁer was the

"quality and integrity” of its officer Cdrps, lnd oy 26 year

old, 5'5", 250 pound Major General Chae Byong Du” i The’

limited capabilities of the ROK Army had been in plicably

masked in an orchestrated publicity campaign by;theﬁKMAG

chief, BG Roberts, in an effort to conviﬁbe the w6rid that the

ROK Army was capable of meeting the North Koréaﬁithreat.6



Despite repeated border skirmishes, the ROK Army had no
indication of the invasion until it occurred on that Sunday

morning. The KMAG was inztructed to remain with their units

p]
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. they were effective, but they often had to take

+
s
ib
§-4.

command of iy formations in the retreat to Pusan. Acmord-

ot

ing to one author,

Had the KMAC advisors not employed such measures in
the time of crisis, the US aid from Japan and the
United States might well have arrived too lata to
have saved South Korea.

I+ would be some time before the ROK Army recovered enough for

senior military leaders to have confidence in its -3pansion.

ct
D

In the in%terim much effort was devoted to organizing training
programs and schools, both in the US as well as in Korea, in
order to develop the necessary cadre of leaders. Ultimately

the army grew to 16 combat infantry divisions.d

If the ROK Army was in a weakened condition, the US Army
of cccupation in Japan also had its problems. Its:divisions,
four of the ten on active duty, were undersfrengthwto thé
point that regiments had only two of three battalions, and ar-

tillery battalions had only two of three firing batteries.©®

General MacArthur estimated in mid-July that he would
nzed a total of eight infantry divisions and one additional

‘army headquarters to accomplish his mission in Korea.10 With
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Soviet-provoked tensions in Zurope the Jaint Chiefs cf Staff
{JCSY were committed to support MacArthur but were réiuctant
to commit the army’'s general reserve or to pull alliéd units
out of Europe to go to Korea, 30 the US increased pressur2 on

the United Nations to provide combat units from other

rt

nati

[»)

nz. 11 As a result General MacArthur, and spacifically

w
113

+

115 Eighth Army commander in Korea, Lieutenant General Walton

Walker, were faced with creating a coalition army of unigue

complexity in the history of US combat operations.

The price forAparticipating in this military test of the
United Nations was a high one for all armies on both sides.
The following data shows the strength and distribution of
ground forces at the peak of the war, and the cééualties which

ansued after three yeares of fighting:

ROK and UN Ground Forces in Korea(July 1052512

ROK Us ux TOTAL
390, 045 265,472 37,083 701,600
S7% 387% S%

ROK and UN Casualties in the Korean Warl3

IYPE ROK us uxN ~ TOTAL
Dead 58,127 33,629 3,194 94,950
Wounded/ 175,743 103,284 11,297 L 290,324
Injured
Captured/ 166,297 2,178 2,762 174,244
Missing

TOTAL 400, 167 142, 091 17,260 559,518

72% 25% 3%
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CHAPTER I11

Organizing a Coalition Army

Given the "come as you are" nature of the beginnings of
the Korean War, much innovation and flexibility were needed %o
creats an army composed of multinational units in the heat of
desperate combat. There were no plans on how best to do this,

Wut the solutions which were derived bear valuable lessons for

United Nations Participation

On 25 July 1950 with General Order Number 1, General
MacArthur established the United Nations Command’ (UNC>.1 He
received his direction from the Joint Chiefs oflStaff (JCSH,
and his Far East Command staff in Tokyo became tie UNC staff
as well. Reporting to the UNC was the Eighth Army (EUSAK),
which by July 19951 controlled three combined Usvccfps and one
ROK corps with a total strength of more than 17 divisions (See
Appendix 2). Initially EUSAK was completely responsible for
its own logistics, however eventually the 24 Logistical Com-
nand, subordinate to UNC, was formed. One very key organiza-
tion, created in October 1950 by EUSAK was the United‘Nations

Reception Center (UNRC), to "clothe, equip and provide

10



£ -
familiarization training with US army weapons and equipment %o

S L:Aavr

United Nations troops.”2 The British esfablished a =imil

L]
recaption center for the Commonwealth forces,

In a letter dated 1S July 1930, President Syngman Rhe

1]

D
n

gave General MacArthur command of all South XKorean land, =

and air forces fer th

D

duration of hostilities.3 EUSAK had
already co-lozated with the ROK Army heédquarters during the
hectic withdrawal ftoward Pusan. Command of the ROK corps and
the divisions attached to the US corps was acconmplished
through the KMAG link at each organization long before KMAG
became officially assigned to EUSAK in January 1951. Simul-

taneous with fighting the war, KMAG was responsible for super-

<

’ising and assisting in the organization of units, training of

-4

(11}

oldiers, and coordination of logistics. Although poorly
deocumented, the heroilc effaorts of KMAG officers and soldiers
made a critical difference in the smooth prosecution of cecali-

tion warfare.

The seleétion of allied units to participate in the war
involved both political and military considerations. One of
the first nations to volunteer, Taiwan, was rejected because
of the potential pfovocation 0f Red China. In ofﬁer to avoid

the loss of "face"” that might result from nonselection, the

praocess that evolved was as follows:

11



0

centributing nations approached the Department of

State with a propozal, .... JCS w2ighed the offer
against MacArthur'

E re;nirem&nt:. If favorable,
“hen contributing nations made a formal proprozal. 4
MacArthur's requirement, in anzwer %o the JCZ, was for fecreign

units of no less than a reinforced battalion of abou+t 1000 men

with organic artillery, to

y

2@ attached to US divisions. S5 Tht

m

was modified later by General Ridgway to be “regimental ~omhat

0

tean (RCT) or brigade size units with self-supporting -omn-

ponents fartillery and engineers].”6

Although in a bit of cne-upmanship thé Australians were
the first to promise ground combat troops, the first United
Nations soldiers te arrive in Korea on 29 August were two bat-
talions of the British 27th Infantry Brigade from Honé Kong.
Eventually the allied units comprised eight infantry bat-
talions from as many nations (Philippines, Thailand, Nether-
lands, France, Greece, Belgium-Luxembourg, Ethiopia; and
Colombia), one brigade (Turkey’, and the 1lst Commonweaith
Division (Pritain, Australia, Canada, New Zealand, India). On
September the UNC published a policy for the integration of
forces into the UNC, which provided that they becdme attached

to and receive support from parent US units.?

Significantly, with the exception of the Commonwealth

units and the Belgian-~Luxembourg battalion, which arrived wit!

12



British equipment and tratining, all the allied units az wel!l
as the ROK units were issued US weapons and eguipment. Even-
tually as uniforms became wern out most wére s &ﬁiforms in
combat, and their soldiers normally wore, with gféat pride,
the shoulder patch of the US diviszion to which they were at-
tached. Further, the latter unit: were reorganized ac r'-:Jr'“n’g

to US tables of organization., which simplified understandinz

their capabilities.

KATUSA

In the énnals of warfare armies have;cften>éﬁﬁloyed lozal
naticnals as laborers and the same was true in f#é‘korean Var.
Howaver, In those first anxious weeks when every;avaiiable man
was needed to fight, a program Qas born wﬁich isguhique in its
extensiveness within the US Army. Cri*igél vacahCins'in the
divieiona in Japan were filled before they d@plcynd ‘to Korea
by men of the 7th Infantry Division . When it bpcamé apparnnt
that it tcoc would be needed General MacArthur directed that
Korean recruits be assigned on a one US~éoldier-fo—one Korean
basis under a program called Koreans Attached to?thé US Army,
or KATUSA.8 The culture shock was undpr=tandab1y overwhelmiag
on both sides, as the Koreans were largely of rural peasant
stock and were completely unfamiliar with Us - language, cus-
toms,, food, equipment and just about everything glse. The

program was extended to the other divisions, and by the end of

13



August 1950 the strength per divizion was as

Infantry-2652; 1st Cavalry-729; 24+h Infantry-949; 25+%
Infantry-240; and 24 Infantry (recently arrived from Fort

Lawiz, Washington)-224.0

The KATUZA program waz an initial failure but a later
Success and by the end of the war had been extended to the
Commonwealth Division, with the troops called KAfCOMs. or
Koreans Attached to the Commonwealth.10 The reaséns for the
fallure were directly related to the manner in which units
were committed to combat with minimal traihing.  Thére were
several ins=tances, at first contact with the enemy, when some
of the Koreans, who were already alienated by language and
culture, panicked and ran. The effect bn»the units involved
was demoralizing and caused animosities. As US replacéments
became available, many of the Koreans were transférred to

newly forming ROK Army divisions. Eventually the FEC changed

the KATUSA assignment ratiocs from 100 per company to 25.11

Some units strictly followed the "buddy system" of as-
signment, but that was largely abandoned 1ﬁ favoriof Korean
squads and platoons with US noncommissioned officers and
platoon leaders. In an interesting twist in the coalition
"kaleidozcope” of the Korean War, KATUSAs were furfher at-

tached to allied bhattalions with both positive (French and

14



Dutch) and negative «Colomdlan’ results. A survey o2f xav
csommanders, conducted in 1951, yizlded mized reviews of tha

KATUSA program. Lieutenan® General Almon
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integration into US units should be avoided. " Two divisicn

commanders noted that the program was neither efficient nor

th

ffective. 12 The 3d Infantry Division commander noted,
however,

They are well integrated, highly valued members of

the Division. With time to train them and overcome

“he language difficulty, the KATUSAs make good,

brave, reasonably intelligent soldiers with good

es~ 1t.13

One author somewhat cynically proposes two reasons for
the resurgence of the use of KATUSAs later in the war. First,
"he KATUSA soldiers recognized that better performance o
their part helped ensure their retention in US units with bet-
ter rations and logilstics than Korean units; second, with the

protracted stalemate US casuvalties could be lessened by in-

cluding KATUSAs in the front lines. 14
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CHAPTER IV

Command, Contrnl and Communicaticns

Cnce organized, the next critical taszks for combined or-

ganizations are to determine who will be in charge, who will

in

m
e

2% the strategzy. and how to control the forces to acccocmpl
that bidding. The Korean War was principally a USderea
oparation, however the addition of so many a11ied nat1ons made
command and control a significant challenge repleté Qith le=-

sonzs to be learned.

Political Considerations

In the case of a military coalition, the
problens of political guidance are increased
geometrically. It is axiomatic that any nation
furnishing support to such a coalition, par—
ticularly military forces, should have a say in the
conduct of its operations.1 ' : ;!

A key consideration in prosecuting any type of war iz the

will and support of the nation or nations supslying the fight-

'ing forces. The obvious complexity and spnsitivity of these

—considerations in combined warfare cannot bevoverstated,

Vhile it would be adyantageous to have consensus cn.thé
political objectives of the war, this is probablyﬂﬁifficult to
achieve at the outset and even more difficult as #ié warfare
changes course or becomes protrac%ed. Our focus wiil address

how national concerns during the Korean Var were represented,




principally in military opera+ions.

In the Korean War *he top political voice was that of th

i

linit=d Nations, however 1its assoclation with +the swacutiv

1]

agent, tha United States, was primarily one of receiving
raports. In turn, President Truman directed all actions
through the Joint Chiefs of Staff fJCS), who provided instruc-
tions to MacArthur and maintained contacts, althdugh somewhat
perfunctory, with the allied nations. VWhile there was con-
siderabie dialogue about the details of sending froop units

into the conflict, not much else was discussed. As ane author

1}

de=cribes it:

Periodically the Joint Chiefs consulted with some

of the countries supplying troops and materiel to

determine their attitudes toward certain opera-

tional matters. In the end, however, the JCI made

up their own minds.2 : ‘
The critical decision to cross the 38th parallel}into North
Korea was not approved by any other nation providing aid or
troops to South Korea. Despite this lack of consultation the

coalition survived intact until the armistice, over two years

later.

Command Considerations

The personality of commanders and staff of-
ficers is, together with planning for inter-
operability, the most important factor in the es-
tablishment of effective interoperability.3:



Initially there was no time *to agree on the

3electing a combined commandar or hiz s

r
w

taff, therefore tha UZ
was very fortunate to have available a Commander—-in-Chief of
th2 intarnational stature of General Douglas MacArthur, with a

ztaff which was already coperating in control of a multina-

tional cacupation army in Japan. Although the UNC staff was
not a combined staff

, @ach participating nation was permitted

AT
ot
[

aison section of no more than three representatives, wh

Q
fn
10

activities were coordinated by a Liaison Staff Section under

¥acArthur's chief of staff. 4

As an interesting side note on the selection of com-
manders for combined organizations, the Commonwealth forces
faced a deiicate problem, as the nations were exercising their
independence of Great Britain when the Korean’Warvﬁégan. - The
commander of the British Commonwealth_occup;tion Fdféé (RCOF>
in Japap, an Australian Lieutenant—General{ becamef£he,CINC of
the Commonwealth forces, and the British provided an Air Vice-
Marshal as the senior representative on MacArzihur's staff.
When the Commonwealth Division was formed, the British, who
had the greatest number of treoops, provided a uniqﬁely
qualified commander who was "almost too good to b2 %true." As
the youngest division commander in World War II he fought
aiongside the Canadians: he had as a young officer served in

India's Northwest Frontier; and he had Just completed two
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years as head of the UK Services liaison stafflin Australia'!=
» )

Qovicusly Major-General Cassel

m

wazs ily APceﬁ*nd by the
P

Commonwealth nations, "although he did have seribﬁs'differenceé

with an iras

ul

2cidvle US I Corps Commander to whom, h reported.

Control Considarationa

A single language should be e:tablishﬁd as the
basic tongue common to all participants in: the
onprat;on This language should be that cf the na-
tion providing the largest share of troopz and
=uppliﬁs 6

Thi=s conclusion from the records of the FarbEast‘Cohmand

iz understandable, however interestingly encugh;gthe language

barrier did not present as serious an obstaclejas one might

expect. The greatest potential impact kcuid h:VE been with

the ROK Army, however the KMAG link and@mutual’familiarity

prevented serious confusion. Many of,fhefalliedfhationvbf—
ficers spoke acceptable English (DutchfiBelgians.fFfencH and
Ethiopians); some had US advisory teamé'which'aépioyed with

+hem (Greeks, Colombians); but the rest had t

problem. Efforts were made to attach units toﬂUS‘cbmmanders

T

who had some mutual language ability. Al=o, KﬂfﬁSAs were of

great value to US unit commanders in daily opépétions with

refugees, prisoners, and intelligence.

20



Written orders became vary impartant as a supplement to

oral orders in the effort to avoid confusion. Often com-
manders were at the mercy of junior liaiscn officers (LNOs>

who cculd speak the nther language passably, but were limited
*h

eir pergonal tactical knowledge or by IS terms and

]

orerational concepts, or both. Generally US LNOs, selected a
a result of duty proficiency and not language skills, repre-

sented the exception to this problem. 7

fhe L¥C challenge was a significant one:fofiBighth Arnmy
units because there was no provision within thegrystructures l
for additional officers or equipment to do thesé?tasks. LNOs
were routinely provided by thé allied unit to if;}ﬁérént Us
headguarters and occasionally to units on its fiénké. In
turn, US units incurred the same obligations. ﬁbf'ROK Army
divisions this function was normally accomplishé& b& the al-
ready overburdened KMAG staff. The Turks wéreféimilarly aided
by their attached US advisors. In May 1951 EUSAKVreceived an
augmeﬁtation to provide LNOs to allied units, usﬁally as they
processed at the UN Reception Center, acéording_fé the follow-
ing fcrmuia: battalions = one field gra&e and qﬁe company
grade officer; brigades = one colonel, three fiéid grade and

+two company grade officers.8

21




o

25T

‘w
G

RLE

S NI et
e P

TR

g

s e
S SR UL N

LNOs for tactical suppor*. =zush as Fislad Artillery bat-

&

talion fire support officars (FSO=z) and company forward ob-
Tervars, wera a more extensive burden hecause so faw allied
units had organic fire support (only the Commonweal<%h,
Filipines and Turks brought artillery), and the UN bat<alicns

rapresented a fourth battalion within each regiment. The US ¥

N

Corps commander, Lieutenant General Edward Almond described
the criticality of this dilemma,

- The problem of providing US artillery and heavy
mortar FO and liaison teams was the most critical
and difficult posed by the attachment of UN bat-
talions to US regiments.®

To complicate matters Korean divisions, as described eaflier,

ASiPRe e

=y

- RS PRTt

had only one howitzer battalion instead of the usual four, and
had tc be supported not only with cannon units, but also with
FSOs and FOs. Even after an overstrength became authorized,
artillery officers were constantly on the road from unit to

unit.

Another control problem with some ﬁf the UN units was a
large (the Thai battalion had 300 additional men) and often
rank-heavy overhead. 10 While their intentions were good, as
these personnel were brought to provide coordinétion, suppeort
and to b2 a ready source of replacements, the-added layers

only increased control problems for parent US commanders. The
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French had =2

regiment, and

coordinati

headquarters between

the Turks had a Brigadiar and staf

regiment and the 2%5th Infantr

a consequence, for majar oper

l]

" K

rvy Div

ation

df the Turkish brigade’'s missions.

.

iz2icn hea

w

their battalion and the US

sandwi
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'ion commandar normally perscnally supervized

Eventually

all the overhead in EUSAK was either eliminated or moved to

UNC headquart

=L 2.

Allied units were often specifically created for the

Korean nmi=zzio

Normally this was corrected by tailoring the

of training a

unique problem when it arrived with no battalion s

rarent U3 regi
select

n, and arrived iIn varying states Dfireadiness.

t UNRC. The Greek battalion,

however,

ment incurred the added burden of helping tTo

scope and length

posed a

taff. It=

- 1

and train Greek officers into an effective staff. 11l

A contrel consideration of particular sensitivity to

allies was that of access to the CINC and appeal

home government.

The UNC policy was as follows:

to the unit's

The senior military representative in the theater
for each nation would have direct access to

CINC for

matters of major policy.

~the
in addition, he

had the prerogative of direct communication with
his own government on administrative matters af-

fecting

Alonq thecsa

same lines,

his own forces.12

23
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the allied units exercised di:

{zcipline, law and order. OCne
sidelight 1s that ROK Army military police had no jurisdictian

Communications Considerations

The requirement to provide communications links *o allied
units creatad the same dilemmas as that to provide operational

and artillery liaison. Not only did radios and switchboards

ct

have to be provided, but also operators, codes, and at least

0

+

ne US signal officer. Equipment was usually proviaed because

Fh

of th

1]

absence of adequate gear, and in some cases;because of
equipment incompatidbility with that of the US. 14 Each ROK
Army division KMAG received a signal detachment consisting of,
One officer, a terminal with operators., 2 radios
with operators, a wire team, a switchboard with
operators, and a 5 man message center team. 15
When one multiplies these requirements by the three corps and

sixtean divisions eventually in the ROK Army the impact be-

comes significant.
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Far operational and tactical purposes, it is
ezsential tha*t arrangements be made for the rapid
dizzemination of military intelligence and fcor the
uza 2f available inteliigence az=sets by all
rartners in the operation. -FM 100-5, Operaticnc

Information about intelligence operations in the Korean
War iz limi+ted, however some useful insights into intelligence
and security <onsiderations in coalition warfare are availl-

able. 2ne aspect of security operaticns, th

1D

processing of

Nations' «acncerns with protecting intelligzence seenm tc
have two rrimary aims: first, concealment of knowledgze and
intentions from the enemy; and second, protection of sources
from compromise. In combined warfare there must develop early
on a founded sense of "trust” that the allied partners zhare
these zame concerns. Failure to pass critical information <ar

d

compromise the partner's ability to accomplisk his missicns.

and worse, can foster a retaliatory withholding of informaxion

from his sources which may be critical to US operations. -

Initially in Korea there were two standards for =haring




information with tha allies

For the UN units, DA policy permitted releass of

all classified information, including “op sacrat,

- as necessary to carry out assigned task=s., All

unlts were aware of security regulations and wers

2xtramely security conscious. 1l
For the RQK forces, however, there was initially a perceived
-acx 2f security consciousness, =0 clazsified information was
crovided in one of three ways: 1t was sometimes delayed until

z compronmise would have little or no impact: it was
sanltized and released; or it was given to the KMAG advisors,
to hold until needed. Eventually, ROK security procedures im-

»roved and they were granted access as well.2

Intelligence from prisoners of war (PW) was not always
forthcoming, for reasons of language or organizational 4if-
ferences, so US interrogation teams were attached both *c the
Commonwealth division and to each ROK Army division in X
Corps.3 There was great concern for the possible mistreatment
of prisoners of war, especially by the ROK.Army, so' the US
;etained responsibility both for processing PVs after their
initial interrogation by the capturing unit andbfof,operating
all PW camps, although ROK troops and KATUSAs were:used as
guards.4 At one point UN units rotated through tempdrary
guard duty tours at the major camp on Koje-do 1slana. This
produced an outcry in political channels because UN:froops had

aen sent to fight, not to perform housekeeping details.

27







CHAFRTER V

]

Conmbined Logistics

ccording to FM 100-5 logistics is normally a naticnal
r2sponsibility. While that may be preferable, the realities

of modlerrn warfare will probably require the rapid commitment

S

2f units cver great distances across the globe. The logisti-

cal "%ail” wili no doubt receive second deployment priority to
combat units and, for smaller countries not already in the
area of operaticns, may take a long time to establizh. In
*heze ~cazez the US will undoubtedly assume at least the ini-

t1al burden of transporting allied supplies, if not of a:z-

tvally providing them.

Some of the most interesting anecdotecs about combined
cperations during the Korean Var derive from the associated
logistical problems. However to the great credit of the Far
Fas*® Command (UR Command) and the Eighth Army, aside frcm the
expected initial difficulties in setting up the support =ys-
tem, logistics never became a "war stopper” for either the UE

or its allles.
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Following as it did on the hesels of World War Il and in
the new nuclear age when <conventional ware were helieved to de
cbsolete, the Korean War found many nations tli-prepared

militarily, with armies largely 4i

banded and coften Docrly

30 true to some extent of the IS Aivi-

[

equipped. Thiz was a

n

zionz in Japan. These facts affected not only the =ize of
uni+ts contributed by allied nations, but also their ability +c
23ulp and sustain those forces. As a result, with few excep-

tions the US provided all weapons, equipment and logistical

support.

In exchange for support the allied governments agreed to
ray the US for the cost of supporting their units. Today's
military logisticians would cringe at the requirement US units
faced,

to submit weekly and monthly reports on equipment,
ammunition and supplies furnished to the UN units,
plus an estimate of the handling charges.1l

Repayment was more simply agreed to than accomplished, as one
author notes:

The reimbursement of the Americans by the Common-
wealth after the Korean War was the subject of ne-
gotiations which dragged on into the early 1960's,
and ... suggests that allies should not merely plan
ahead to ensure effective cooperation in wartime,
but should also plan for the amicable resolution of
prcblems which arise ... after the hostilities have
ended. 2 -

Not surprisingly, the ROK Army was completely equipped with US




O0f signifizance in *the logistizz <of *the ¥orsan War was
-
~he Commonwealth's independence of the UT logistic:z zysatam,
enzapt for some rations initiallvy, fuel, and other -ommeon zur-
tiies One point of confusion wazs tha%t the British conducted
1zgistizs and transportation functions through two zZeparate

staff zections, instead of within cne section on the U3

Veapons and Equinment

The US supplied weapons and equipment to all allies ex-

)

2pt the Commonwealth units and the Belgian battalion, until

the latter was reorganized, equipped and attached to the US 24

r

Infantry Division. One of the greatest recurring problems was
the need to establish a training program for vehicle drivers,

[

most of whom had never driven before. This was gen=2rally a

3
[

complished at the UNRC for other than ROK soldierz. A nor
problem occurred when the Ethiopians placed their rifles into

fires in order to remove the presze

"

vative. One allied hospi-

tal unit which received a US field hospital set never erected

Q.

4
®

2ntire complex in training, and regretted that later when

th

D

y attempted to do so while deployed and under the pressure

of ~<ombat.
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Most allied unit=s wore <heir

but as the uniforms wore out many zwitchad %o the US fatigue=.

for specially-made shoes. 2 A very productive idea was the
d:izpatch 2f a Quartermaster Clothing Team from 'NT head-

suarters to train units in the proper wear of aprparel. ecpe-

cially 2o0ld weather clothing.

¥ost units ate the US field and combat ratione, and here
alz0 some *training was given at UNRC. There weres some
reculiarities about traditional menu items, however all ac-
~ounts show that the problems were minor. Examples of con-
siderations included: no pork for Turks; extra bread fcr the
Europeans; extra rice for the Thais and Filipinos: nc beef for
the Indians; olive o0il and wine for the Greeks; and a special
combat ration made in Japan ('), for the ROKsd4 Most of the
nations supplied their own special items. It tears noting
that the 7th Cavalry Regiment, *o whom the Greeks were at-
tached, provided a person to the Greek kitchens to help with

understanding the US nmenus.

W
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The greatest problem with medi:zal zupprcort was communizas-
ing at the evacuation and *treatment facilities, waish tncludad

- - e .- =T, PR N

Norwezian, Swe

‘

iizh, Indian, Panish and Italian orzanizations.

ot

Although many 2f thesze staffs spoxe English, there remained

the rrobl

€0}
D

m of understanding the Thais, Ethilopians, Greaks.
Turks, Colombians, and others. The problem was eventually
resolved when the nations involved provided nurses to these
hospitals. It is interesting that language was generally a
far greater problem with non-battle casualties than with
battle cases.© ROK forces had their own medical evacuation
system. A minor inconvenlence was that recaovered KATUSAs were
returned for duty to the Korean Army and not to their US

units.
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The <commander of a zcombined force must plan

and conduct his cgperations in ways that exploit

zomplementary strengths and minimize problems of

~oocrdination. Habitual relationships between units

zhould bYe established. -~-FM 100-5., Operations

Daring the Korean War allied units were combined for
crerations in three different ways. The ROK Army assigned two
corps to Eighth Army and from one to three divisions to each
of the US corps. ROK units were heavily dependent upon the US
for artillery and armor support. The eight national bat-
taliones and one brigade (Turks) were attached directly to US
regiments and divisions, and depended upon their parent unit
for almost everything, although the Filipinos and Turks did
have their own artillery. The Commonwealth Division, when it
was formed, was a self-contained entity, with its own fire
support and combat service support. Its principal rellance on

the US was for transportation and close air support. Each

type of combined operation will be discussed in order to

derive lessons learned.
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not have the weapons and artillery support that US divisions
rad, they were believed better suited to.face an enemy <on-
strained by terrain from having an advantage in thcz~ same
categories. in addition, US commanders were wary of placing
RCK unitz againzt the enz2my’'s major forces in the West because
cf the ROK Army rov in the summer of 1950. The more the ROKs
fouzht, the better they became, and in fact they were the

S .7.% to cross the 38th parallel and to reach the Yalu River
on the drive north. The i{ncorporation of 2NOK divisiones into
the US structure simplified command, control and logistics,

and enabled supervision of their development and progressz by

US commanders.

The first Commonwealth unit¢, the 27th British Infantry
from Hong Kong, was initially attached to the 24th Infantry
Division and was committed during the desperate Pusan
perimeter defense. Bitter feelings resulted from that ex-
perience which made the Pritish wary of depending on US =up-
:ort. In one instance a U3 artillery unit was assigned to

support the 27th, because the New Zealand and Canadian artii-

lery had not yet arrived, and was then suddenly withdrawn to




another mission a few hours tefore a Nor%th Kerean attazk. ! Cu
another ocrcasion two <companies zuffered heavy cazualtiez to a
misplaced Air Force napalm strikxe. One ma’cr complaint zon- -
cerned an ini+tial tendency for the Commenwealth =g be Ziven

the mission of covering the retreating US 2ivisions in their
withdrawal from North Xorea. Eventually it became Efzh*th Armv

clicy that US divisions, not allies, would be the last out

'd

under withdrawal.

Vh

D

n the 13t Commonwealth Divizion was <created in July
1951, 1+t was attached to the US I Corps on the west flank.
Becauze 1t had its own armor 1t was an excellent force for the
relatively open terrain. Some British procedures which con-
cerned the US were their favoring of holding ridge lines
rather than the bases of hills for grazing fire; the sparse
use of ocutposts; and a different minefield system.2 On one
occasion the British had to keep their artillery in place when
they were relieved by the US 3d Infantry Division, because the
ammunition was incompatible and US ammunition had to be

brought forward.3

The most varied operations occurred with the national
units attached below US division level. Although habitual as-

sociation was a goal, some of these units were detacued and

reattached to other regiments and divisions with great




frequency, which serves to credit their flexibtility in -om-
bined warfare. In every <case the <onduct oI operations was
~ “ailored to fit the personalities, capabllities and mutual un-

derztanding of the units involved.

A zurvey of U5 commanders in 1951 explored what coun-
siderationz were made in the employment of alliied unit=. For
some of the battalions no special consideration was made, be-
cause of their great effectiveness (Belgians, Dutch). Other
responses provide a "flavor” for <oalition warfare: the Thalis
w2re timid and not assigned difficult missions; the Greeks
operated in the hills, where they excelled; the Filipinos dug
in only when ordered and tock "siestas": the Turkish G3 was a
graduate of the US Army Command and General 3Staff College;
several of the Turkish artillery officers had been trained at
the US artillery school at Fort Sill, Oklahoma; the Ethiopians
were initially terrified of the cold, based on stories of the

first winter fighting, but adapted well once they got into it;

the French were opposed to night attacks, and employed artil-
lery by allocating one tube per target; the Colombilans were
always late; and English-speaking allied officers often had to
accompany their patrols 1f fire support were needed.§

A common concern with the battalion and brigade forces

was the high impact of casuvalties on their combat effective-
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ness, because theilr reprlacement streanms were much gwer than

for the US or ROK units. Becausze *the war waz originally an-
ticipated to be of short duration, szcome countries had rrevided
for no replacements. OQOften the replacement prohlam waz the

main reason allied units were occasicnally assigned =ezcondarvy
mizzions. The UN nations were therefore aczked %o maintain a
20 per cent overstrength, which eased the problem, but often

with adverse political repercussions at hcme.S

The Far East Air Forces, which consisted of elements from
six nations (Australia, Canada, South Africa, Thailand, Greece
and the US), provided tactical air control parties and close
air support (CAS) to all nations as needed, 50 no serious in-

teroperability problems occurred.

A key consideration, foreign to us, i{s the concern
several other peoples have with "saving face.” A reginental
commander who worked with the Colombians wished for a
"mechanism ... to prevent loss of face," and General Mark
Clark noted that occasionally ROK commanders were reluctant to
call for close air support because of the appearance of having

to ask for help. 6

Morale and Welfare Considerations

While morale and welfare issues never won a war, they are




important concerns, especially 1f, as in Korea, the :confli:t
““becomes protracted while armistice arrangements are conducted.
The history of the Korean War offers a few good lessons *c
remember.

The greatest of morale factors is the scldier’s percerp-
tion that he has a failr chance of survival on the bat:tlefisld.
In a comment from the former commander of the 3l1lst Infantry

Regiment, %o which the Colombian battalion was attached,

The practice of equipping the Colombians identi
caily, in addition to the logistical advantage

< !

also had a favorable impact on morale. Had *they
been required to fight with weapons which were in-
ferior to those of US soldiers, it would have been

dizheartening. 7

The United Nationz Command established a rest and
recuperation (R&R) progran in Japan for UN troops, not inciud-
ing ROK forcez. Again, an important issue, especially in -om-
bined battalions was fairness Iin distributing spaces. Alzo,
in order to offset the great dlsparity between the pay of U3
soldierz and the much poorer allies, all soldiers on R&R were
provided billeting, meals, and civilian clothes. Intereszt-

ingly, the Turks had little interest in visiting Japan.

A study during the war recommended that the Inspector

Gen=ra®l of the principal headgquarters provide his services to

the attached allied units in order to anticipate and head cff




potential coalition problems. Another recommendation <on-

< = .- cerned clarifying the authority %c raczeive and present award:.
BPritish units reguired their government's approval 1o reca2iva -
forelzn awards, and JS5 commanders had to obtain anthority to
pr2sent awards to allies when the z=ame was no% requirad for UZ

cldilers.

[

il

Eizghth Army gave equal access to the post exchange and
special services, although some US shows held little appeal
for many of the allied soldiers who <ould not understand
English. In an excellent example of consideration for allies,
the 24 Infantry Division used allied soldiers to help publish
French, Flemish, Korean and Greek editions of 1ts daily trocp
information newspaper.9
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CHAPTER VilI

Vhat About Next Time?

Fighting in <coalition makes the conduct of war
nfinitely more complex for the nations concerned,
th fighting without allies is a3 luxury few can
afford. 1l

':.

¥ at, then, are the lessons for combined warfare whiich
derive from our unique experience in Korea? Many are liszted
or implied in the previous chapters. Several are included in
the weorks of Major Fox and others of the Far Eazt Command's
Military History section and in cther contemporary accounts.
Perhaps as pertinent, how well does our doctrine in Field
Manual 100-5 (hereafter referred to as US doctrine) capture

theze lessons? The highlights will be descritad here,

Organizing a Cormbined Army

Poctrine stresses the importance of peolitical cohesion in
permitting and preserving military effectiveness. As cne
author notes,

From the military point of view, 1t is essen-

tial that [(the synthesis cf allied views) not taxe

place at or below the level of supreme military

command, except for perhaps ninor details of

administration. 2

Xorea must be considered a zuccezss because 0f the ~ontinued

suppor*t of US allies for the duration of the war. Dissension




was subordinated to the common nhiactiva

- e

esentment. It is unlikely that we will azain =zee malor

forces so dependently subordinated to a single US commandar

"

and stad As inefficient az 1+ z2ems, in future +he US will

O P -

have to be a senior partner rather than in =sle charze of a

cnalition.

sho

'_J

t

It 4 be evident that the ideal size of allied forces
should be either separate brigade or division, with its own
combat support and service support,elements. But these are
not necessarily the most 1mportant'considérations; as the Far
East Command recommended,
UN members should provide units as Large as

can possibly be supported within their econonmic and

political limitations. . However, size should not

preclude representation. The psycholcglcal advan—

tages of having units from as many nations as pos-

sible is overriding.3
In addition, the positive lessons of combining units with

similar equipment, tactics, language and culture seem ap-

parent.

The attachment of small units to larger ones was sSuccess—

£ul, however maintaining identical equipment and tactics i

f]]

zritical in these cases. The 7th Cavalry Regiment captured

succinctly some outstanding guidelines in a standard operating

procedure (SOP) for operating with allies (see Appendix 3v.




The KATUSA experimen* had many initial flaws which zeam
‘likely to recur should =zuch an effort be undertaken again. t

~ does seem critically important howaver to at+tach to each

allied uni%t, 4down *o <ompany level, a =mall nurber of hecst na-

tion trocops to help with language, culture, priscner inter-
rogation, etc.

Command, Control and Communications

Doctrine recognizes the importance of unity of command
and especially of persconality and sensitivity considerations
in combined operations. and it further encourages multi-
national staffing. In thiszs regard the Korean Var example is
no help, because the NC staff was all US and principally
Army, Also, doctrine undersccres the essential function cf
liaison officers who are familiar with the operaticns of the

allied forces. 4

The Far East Command (FEC) policy of permitting the

senior allied military represzentative access to the CINC and

n

the prerogative of communication with his own government sea2ms
both wise and essential. In its recommendations, the FEC also
stressed minimizing the added "layers" of supervision whiczch
forces tend to bring with them, and limiting parties of
vizitors and observers both in number and in duration of

- visits.S The lat*ter i3 probably a great concermn in limited

war and less so in a larger confliect.
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FEC perhaps immodestly reccmmended “hat a singl: lan-
--guage, that of the nation providing the largest zharz of
evzrything, be established, and echoed the Importance of wriz-

tan ordédar

"

and ifn=tructicns in order to avoid miszunderztandinsg

and amniguity.6

The Korean experience with liaiscn and signal <2amz to
aillied units seems to have been a great success which =zhould
serve as a model for future conflicts. It 1is therefore impor-
tant now to ensure the necessary equipment and perscnnel are
tdentified, first so they can train for *heir duties., and
second, to avold stripping US units in order to provide the

necessary elements.

Intelligence and Security

Decctrine recommends a combined theater intelligence staff
in addition fo the rapid dissemination of information among
military allies. The Korean Var experience, while not well
docunmented, suggests positive results from policies of shared
intelligence without restrictions. The perception of trust
zeems to be the key objective, without which "combined

intelligence” may not occur.

The consclidation of prizoners of war (PV) seems to have

achieved marginal success. There were significant prnoblems in




securing the main PW Iamp. Guard forces were pnrovided nos
= : - only by the U3, but by aliies, KATUSAs and ROK:z as well.
~ While ~oneolidation during processing and intarrogation is

valid, after tha*t =2a:>h nation should share =he hurdern =€

ct
by
14
s
a

caring for PWs. A jcint civilian commission can monitor

“reatmrernt.

Logistics
Korea represents the two extremes in logistical support:
units 100% dependent on US support; and the Commonwealth with
a largely self-sufficient logistical system. Both cperations
were succ2ssful. Although the allied naticn units represented

only a small force to support, the 24 Loglstical Command and

EUSAK were deeply involved in supporting the ROK Army as well.

0

uzcess was achieved through an effective combined coordina-

The doctrinal goal for logistics to be a national respon-
sibvility seems to be both worthwhile and simplistic. Future
conflicts may join us with allies who have different equipment
and limited resources, or more likely, with scme equipment tkhe
same as ours. The possibilities are endless, but it 1is con-
ceivable that we may provide major items of equipment'as
others experience losses, and we probably will provide ammuni-

tion, fuel and other resources. In addition, 1if deployment of
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other nations is required, we will no d2uh%t te-ome inveolvad v
providing transportation assets both tc the theater and in

theater.

What this means is that US lcgistician

1

musY

151

lan now for
how they will accomplish these tasks. The FEC racommended
ceeping da*ta on diet and menus of allies in order to be able
to anticipate requirements in a combined conflict. That 1z an
2xanmple of how logisticians can get ready for the next war.
Further, <-combined logistical exercises which emprasize the

"worst case” in multi-national logistics are essential.

A

n

a final thought remember the medical lessons of Korea.

The system was complex, but very effective.

Operations
The best preparation for military operations is training:
therefore the best preparation for combined military opera-

tions {5 combined training.

The Far East Command strongly recommended inter-
operability training through the exchange of students at
military institutions and through combined field sxercises.?7
It al=zo reconmended the translation of principal US technical

and field manuals into foreign languages. S
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f we heccroe committed to conflict, one valuable lesson

+s remember is the United Nations Reception Center. That sta-
+isn was used for everything from a brief familiarization with

:+ams of US equipment, to major unit training. Liaison of-

T

~2rs joined units at UNRC before the pressures of combat

O

ware felt. Equally impcrtant was UNRC's role as a coordinat-
ing point for EUSAK for logistics, signal and other areas

hefore a unit's arrival.

Finally, once combat operations are underway, leaders
should remember the lessons of Korea: match unit strengths o
+he terrain; ensure procedures, missions and responsibllities
are clearly understocd; ensure the burdencs of figzhting and
zazualties are shared proportiocnately: and strive for rapid

victeory in order to avoid the frictions of a protracted

confilet. 10
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UZ doctrine in Field Manual 100-5 captures the ecssenze cf
comhined warfare, but doctrine ~an seem like =0 many word:

witncut the poignant lessons of history to bring it to life.

Dat

b
1]
1

n the dootrinal lines are many assumpticns which may not
materialize in the jfungles of Central America or the blazing

heat of Zouv+thwest Asia.

Combinzd operations in the Koresan War were complex,
tnique, and successful. But how is success measured? One way

i to imok at the outcome. Another is to ask our allies.

In April 1951 the British 1lst Battalion of the Glouces-
terzhire Regiment was cut off by Chinese forces and fought
valiantly for days while the US 3d Infantry Division tried un-
suc~essfully to break through. One tank company got close
enough to rescue about 40 men whc had exfiltrated; the remain-

ing 622 Glosters were lost.

Each year, for the decade following the Korean
conflict, on St. George's Day units of the British
and Australian armies have sent telegrams of thanks
and appreciation to certain units of the United
Statecs Armny.
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EFach of the urnitsz 30 honcred helped the
_ British in a sticky placs
Each year, a *2lagrvam Comes to 2ne Amsrican
tank hattalion tha%t gairned grea+ tradition and ~
srasti the bloody niils Pecause of *hemn,
Tert now iliving in Engiand and elzewhere are
stil 1 -

ENDNOTE

1. T. R. Fehrenbhach, This Kind of War: A Study in Unprepared-
ness., pp. 459-469
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- Major Eventsz and Allied Unit Arrival Times
- 25 Jun 59 North Korea Invades
S July Tazk Force Smith makes contact
I Aug Pusan Perimeter established
29 Aug 27th Inf Bde (Pritish)
{atch - 24th Inf Div)
18 Cep Inchon landing; breakout of Pusan
i? Lep 20th Bn Cbt Tm (Philippines)
(atch - 1lst Cav Divl]
2% Sevp 3d Bn Royal Australian Regt
fatch - 27th Commonwealth Bdel
20 Tep ROK 34 Div crosses 28th parallel
17 Ot 1st Turkish Armed Forces Cmd

{atch - 25th Inf Divl
3 Nov 29th Inf Bde (British?

7 Nowv 21st Inf Regt/Bn (Thailand>
{atch - 1st Cav Divl]

24 Ncwv 7th Inf Div reaches Yalu River

Netherlands Det, UN
{atch - 24 Inf Div-328th Inf)

25 Nowv Chinese maior offensive launched

2% Nowv Franch Infantry Bn
(atch - 2d Inf Div-23d Inf]

o Tec Creek Expeditionary Faorce [(brigade]
. {atch - 1st Cav Div-7th <Cav)
13 Dec 24 Bn PPCLI (Canada) .

[atch - 27th Commonwealth Bde]
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24 Dec Evacuation of Hungnam zonplet2d
‘26 Dac LTG Ridgway assumes command of 2+th Armv

31 Dec New Zealand Field Arty 2r e
{atch -~ 27th Commonweal+th Zia}

4 lan S! Seoul evacuated for 2d time -
31 'an Belgian Inf Bn
{atch ~ 27th Commonwealth Bde]
[July atch - 3d Inf Div]
21 Feh Operation Killer: UN Counteroffonzive
% ¥ar Seoul retaken
11 Apr GEY Douglas MacArthur relieved
25 Apr 28th Inf Bde (British) - relieves 27th Bde
5 May 25th Canadian Inf Bde Gp
5 May Ethiopian Inf Bn

{atch - 7th Inf Div-32d Inf!

31 May lst Bn Shropshires (British)
(atch - 28th Cmwlth Bde)

15 Jun Colonbian I..f Bn
[atch - 24th Inf Div-21st Inf]

2% July lst Commonwealth Division formed




A APPENDIX 2

United Nations Command Orwanization - Ground Forces
' \ b4
e
- U.N. Coumano/Fan East Comuann, Major Grouwr Foncas, | Juiy 1951

CINCUNC end CINCFE
(Genersl Motthew B Ridgwey)

In Koo | In Jopen
[ 1
~ UN. Recaption Conter 1 US.
Colombian Boitelion Byhh Amy iy T derich . Allen)
Ehiopion Botlelion (L1, Gen. Jomes A. Yen Flast) U.S, 40th Infantry Division
{Mei. Gan. Damiel M. Hudehon)
US. 451k lafontry Division
(Mo Gen Jemas C Styren)
1 US. Corpe
(L1. Gen. Frant W, Milbum)
HCROK 5 Mans Bothel Xus.
Litd 10 Bigede (L. Gen, Wilkiom M. Hege)
Seigion Betialion ROK 14 Ohvivien
U.S. 144 Cavelry Division U5, 24th Infentry Division
{Mei. Gen. Charles D, Pelanes) xg?cuu..z.h. M. Seyen)
Fernrg o re S vs. 7‘."'”..0., Dividien
Greeh dottaiion sl (Mo}, Gen Clonds M. Forenbovgh)




APPENDIX 2

SOF for Cocalition Team Play

——————

The 7th Cavalry Regiment developed this stand
ing prncedure (S0P) for dealing with an attached

i3 a resuit of their association with the atta
peditionary Force bhattalion from December 19%0

2 VWhenever pcssible, make the attachment on a sem
permanent basis so that the z=maller unit will fee] itse
part ocf the larger one rather than a stepchild.

¢ Send liaison and orientation team at cnce to the new
unit to demonztrate American vehicles, communications,
weapons, etc.

¢ Provide the same type supporting weapons to the allied
to give it equivalent fire power.

o Treat them as equals at all times in assigning mis-
sicrns as well as in giving support.

o Encourage and participate in observations of national
~ustoms and celebrations and assist in the preparation when
regquested.

o Assist in procuring special food {tems peculfar tc
their normal diet (for the Greeks 1t was raisins, fig=s, spe-
~1al Greek flour, extra macaroni, etc.).

o Vhile emphasizing the high quality of your own unit,
make it clear that the attachment is expected to be just as
good.

o ©Spare criticism unless the case is absolutely clear:
on the first occasion when the proof is adequate, lay 1t on.

o Encourage staff visits. Pe quick with praise of any
success, both to the commander and to the troops.

o Provide the attachment with two American officers who
speak their language, one for their operations and one for
their administration and supply: provide enlisted Americans
who speak the language to assist the attachment in the kif-
~hens and motor pool and on communications; maintain 2t least
one bilingual American officer in the Regimental operations
section.




0 Conduct an information program within %k
build up the attachment among American *roop
particularly prior to *the time when they I

3,
.
rst

[y

D
3

corate their outstanding <cmbat =2ldie
cstandard *that arplies elsewhere &
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ENDNCTE

1. £. L. A. Marshall. Ccmmentary on Infantry Operations and
Veavons Usage in Korea: VWinter of 1950-1951, p. 137.
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